Research has shown some types of violent cognitions to be associated with violent behaviour, including
Evaluations (e.g., Nunes et al, 2015) Subjective Norms (e.g., Finigann-Carr et al., 2015) Mitigations of Responsibility (e.g., Agnew, 1994) 2 Problem in the Literature Lack of clarity and consistency in how researchers think about and measure different cognitions (e.g., Nunes et al., 2015; Polaschek et al., 2004) Nunes and colleagues (2015) suggested the term "attitudes" is often used as a synonym or superordinate label for various cognitive constructs MITIGATIONS OF RESPONSBILITY are defined as explicit attempts to deny or minimize personal responsibility for a negative behaviour, and claim that the behaviour was due to processes outside of the actor's control (e.g., Scott & Lyman, 1968; Snyder & Higgins, 1988; Sykes & Blank, C., Nunes, K., Pedneault, C., & Maimone, S. (2017, April Cohen's kappa is acceptable if greater than .67 (Krippendorf, 1980) What is the valence on a 3-point Likert scale?
Intra-class correlation (ICC) is acceptable at the .60 level, and is excellent at the .75 level and higher (Cicchetti & Sparrow, 1981) Inter-rater reliability
Results (Inter-rater Reliability) Many anti-violent subjective norms were about friends intervening "I just clocked him right in the face, and that was it.
That was just the one thing, [then] my boy jumped in and stopped it";
"I got him in the hallway. That's when I put the choke on him, because then my girlfriend was trying to get me off this guy and begging me just let him go";
"I pulled out my shank and my friend grabbed my hand and was like no, no, no. Let's keep walking." "I felt very in control at first, but then I felt like I was losing control, even though I was losing control I was loving it";
"I wasn't really in control. I was in control because I was fighting him and I was winning, but I wasn't in control because my mind was telling me to do something that I shouldn't have done". 
